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Dr. esses 3. Rhoads, AruMvist 
the Rational Archives 
Washington, D.C. 20405 

Dear Sr. Rhoads, 

So®,* tins® around th« s&odle of i-sreh., when tbs FBI refused to provide copies 
si doeuconts relating to spectrographic and ns utroG-aetivaiing testing under ssy 
FOIA request and referred m to yaa, ay coansei requested ell the dooiaeata the Archives 
has of this nature. 

When this request had not seen complied with 1 aade it to Mr. Marion ^chosen in 
person on May 12, explaining in detail the doeiEaaats X wanted, the reason for the 
request to the Archives, and the need far this documents as rasidly as possible 
Because I Bust have them for O.A. 226075. Because the FBI had also refused to say 
which of these deeusents contain the inf creation it considers relevant to fcfca 
Soapliiint in this action hut had said it had discussed this with the Archives, X also 
&a&ed that to tha best of bis recollection Mr. Johnses indicate which these documents 
are and if ha had a list of them, a copy oi this list. 

Because . n ithsr oi these simple and proper requests were responded to within a 
reasonable tiae X vast forced to go to tso hea r i n gs without thia aaterial. Thereafter 
X explained this to you personally issuer &&$& of Kay 29 ia a letter to which you 
nave yet to respond. 

I was clear in expressing the hope that the days of your stoaesalling and whip- 
sawisg- as over these proper requests had passed. hut 1 find froa las® Jam Smith’s * 
response to the letter I *as forced to write you June 11 that you are still gresticinr 
political srehivayy. 

% request was not, as her latter says, for any specific document. Xfc was for 
each and every one dealing with, these two teats. 1‘ou & have those you have not 
supplied and you do have a filing systesa are you were sad ere in a position to fill 
this ' simple request. 

This continued stonewalling givse s© no choice hut to nek© &s so FOX A request 
those I sssd© referred to above, for all documents relating to spectrograxhio and 
xsxSi noutrea-cotivatioa testing. 

X believe the language used sore than sect a the requirement of the law, to spy 
nothing of co».oa cease. Xhaae are identifiable decussate and X did identify them, 
at least twice verbally and la writing. There is no letter from you raising any 
questions along these lines. 

As I sad© clear, it is not possaibie for a» to identify th demsaats to which 
the FBI referred because it refused to identify them. I therefore ask for all of 
oh® and explained the ss- ; d and situati®! to Hr. Johnson acre than a Bcsnth snd. a 

half ago. 

insteuci of addressing the ether questsasa I addressed, to you 1 find Mica ^siith 
goo testing that you do not have what I did ask of you, having known since Ssmssber 
ef 1966 that you said you did not have any of the taste themselves; s ... detailed 
laboratory records... 15 


I did not believe it necessary to confirm all the requests I eade to a aea 
of Mr. Johnson* a areerieacc when i sucki to him Kay/l2» However* ina® hiss Smith 
has consulted ay latter of May 14, which was written in part to justify hia expending 
funds fron xsy dsposdt, is it asking too such the sod of the next aoaih to aspect 
answers to questions X did aok in that letter of Hay/l4 rather thsn n&n— gnss , 'syg to 
aoo-queatioQa? Hast I file under FQIA to Icaaaa about the declassifications therein 
rex erred to, for exaasOe? Or whether any dacusmts are still withheld as saeoified 
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lii that letter? If i. ssust then plossss treat this latter £3 a foraal request under i?OXd. 

Tm existing record show* that ay initial request saa filled incompletely and 
knowingly iaecjsplc tsly « Ky letter of -Jung 11 reports tide to you personally. 

rfiss^Saith’s letter aafcss no reference to whether or not any Hosanfco documents 
iters provider to ter rfsrran Csoraissian by the CXa* If there lews say doubt about g»y 
Initial request it is oUeisated la By Jane fl letter. 

It is nor* a natter ef official and public record that for iba period of ties 
Oswald was in fiuasia CIA was intercepting ail such stall. In roapsase to ray 
request Kiss tejith uses language experioaoa tells as i say be intended to b© evasive-, 
il ’ ite are not aware of any doeuswata in ear custody xslatia^ to the interception" of 
Oswald's sail. Because of t he present situation I think it a call be particularly 
appropriate for there to be a request aado by you for help on this of other agenciea.if 
you cannot respond with certainty about your own files. I believe, of coarse, that 
you casi respond unequivocally sad fctat you have avoided this. 

However, there again socks to be no real alternative to asking this a fame! 

FGIA request, so I ask you to consider this and tbs previous loiters such a request. 

X record that I find all of this inappropriate given your rosgougitdlitiea and 
tas current goveraaent eaapsi^a to asks it appear that this perfectly proper law, e 
lest entirely consistent with the aost f uikiaEontal aaericsfi principLat), ia burden*. 
scaas to you bureaucrats. X can t think of anything you could have Arm-* not to 
stall and delay that you have not done. This, of course, adds saterisily to ths 
government tine as it does to sino. Ia no single instance was I told that any of 
uho requests in this correspondence could not be a$t or that say requests were 
sat specific enough or not for identifiable dooHsents. 

* aav ® been provided with a list of those doeaSK'Sta declassified ia 1973. 

* * tsy request t or it. -f this list dees net include who had each docstssmt 

withheld to begin with and why and why and by whoa each was declassified, i nos 
ask it, 1 repeat this request for all those declassified subsequently. 

Sincerely, 


Harold » sister g 



